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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 and 6-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hartley in view of Rabe and Yonezawa at al ('266). 

Hartley shows a clamping apparatus having a central pillar 5 having an inclined 
outer surface, an annular intermediate member 2 having a straight outer surface and an 
inclined inner surface, and a pull member 7,4,1 connected to the annular intermediate 
member 2 substantially at all times. 

Hartley has some relative movement between the several assembled parts of the 
pull member (eg., 7, 4, 1 , 2) and the intermediate member. However, Rabe teaches at 
Figure 5 that there is no relative axial movement between pull member 17, 16 and 
intermediate member 1 8. In view of the teachings of Rabe it would have been 
obvious to provide an integral construction between members 7, 4, 1 , and 2 such that 
there is no relative axial movement between these members. One skilled in the art 
would have been motivated to do this in order to simplify the construction of the 
clamping apparatus. 

Yonezawa ('266) teaches that it is desirable to provide fluid flow to the outer 
surface of the intermediate member 23 by means of a variety of fluid passage 42 50, 52, 
53, 56, 57. 
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To provide a fluid flow to any surface that contacts another surface such as the 
outer surface of the intermediate member 15 of Harley would have been obvious in view 
of the broad teachings of Yonezawa ('266). To accomplish this it would have been 
obvious for one skilled in the art to provide such fluid communications holes anywhere 
through any structure to communicate with the a desired surface such as the outer 
surface of the Intermediate member 1 5. For example one skilled in the art could 
obviously provide the necessary communication hole by means of a hole through the 
intermediate member that would communicate with groove 65 adjacent the inside of the 
Intermediate member In order that fluid flow would flow to the outer surface of the 
Intermediate member. One skilled in the art would have been motivated to do this In 
order to clean all moveable mating surfaces to enhance precision. The details of 
achieving the fluid flow whereby fluid holes are constructed in any moveable member of 
the clamp supra Is considered to be an obvious application of the general teaching of 
Yonezawa ('266). Since the central pillar in Yonezawa projects from a reference 
surface, it would similarly be obvious to project the central pillar of Harley from some 
reference surface in order to provide stability and a support for the pillar. Given the 
broad teachings of Yonezawa et al, of providing a fluid hole to a surface for cleaning 
that surface It would have be obvious for one skilled in the art to provide fluid holes 
anywhere to reach a surface that one wishes to clean. One skilled in the art would not 
be somehow confounded at the prospect of directing a fluid hole to a surface that 
needs cleaning because this is well within the skill of one versed in this art. 



Application/Control Number: 10/567,562 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3723 

Claims 2-5 and 10-13 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected species, there being no allowable generic 
or linking claim. Election was made without traverse In the reply filed on 9/17/07. 

Any Inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert C. Watson whose telephone number is 571 272- 
4498. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Thurs. , 5:30am - 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph J. Hall III can be reached on 571 272-4485. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://palr-dlrect.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated Information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Robert C. Watson/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3723 



Application/Control Number: 10/567,562 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3723 



rcw 



